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In recent years, science fiction has begun a period of serious

self=examination. The self-congratulatory remarks have all but
vanished. Instead, new words have c¢rept into SF vocaﬁulary, words
like "ghetto mentality"1 and ™ze precious few ayndrome"a, used most

~ commonly to explain SF readers’ mistrust of nonSF readers..

The development of the "we precious few syndrome" among science
fiction people—boih readers and writers—is not difficult to understand
vwhen the development of the genre is also examiﬁeq. Ben Bova blamed
SF people's defensiveness on the field's early years.

"Since the lurid covers of magazines perpetuated the
image in the 30's, detractors of the genre have called
it pulp literature. Iis critics have judged the books
by their covers. Silly movies and the haughty sniff of
an occasional literary critic confirmed their opinion."

Some critics did more than sniff at the newly emerging field. For

example, one literary critic of 1939 had this to sey after describing a

few plots of the then current science fiction:

*This bezotted nonsense is from the group of magazines
known as the science Pulps, which deal with both the
World and the Universe of To-morrow and, as our items
show, take no pleasure in either. The fact that they
do not seems more significant than any other turned up
by the Easy Chair’s recent course of rez2ding in them,
which began as a nild literary inquiry. These stories
are more maturely written than those in the cowboy
pulps, for example, in only that they use longer words
and more involved sentences. Their conventions and
narrative formulas are zlso less primitive than the

17ames Gunn, Analog, November, 1974: 5.

2Neil Barron, Anatomy of Wonder: Science Fiction {New York:

R.R. Bowker, 1976):" xx.

333n Bova, "From Mad Professors to Brilliant Scientists: The
Bvolution of a Cenre," Library Journal 98 (May 15, 1973): 1646.




chasewwith=pix-ghooters of the horse opera. Some of

them are, to be sure, Juct that chape rephraped in

termg of death rays, with heroic earthmen vvercoming

malign Venusians on the last page, tmt the majority
" of them forgo melodrama in favor of exegesis.

After criticism like that the appearance of a "we precious few" *
_ _syndrome. becomes somewhat easier to understand. -SF-people -had good -
reason to be defensive in the 1930's and 40's. Yet, even now,
runblings can gtill be heard from that field of fiction.

"Por generations, librarians and teachers have
folt unoomfortablo a.bout science ﬁ.ction."S

"He aslced ohildren's nbra.rxa.na for SF and they
said 'Ch, we 4o not allow children to read escapist
literature.' Ve agked adults' librarians for it
and they gaid 'Ch, we do not ce:gry children's bocks
on this side of the building."

"And, twenty~five years ago, nobody gave a dam;?

about pure quill gf, Libraries excluded it."

Those librarians who aTe alsc SF fans tend to wince at guch
gtatements., What did their predecessors do to deserve such scorn?
Did livrarians actually exolude SF altogether from their collections?
Such action wc:;uld have been against even the earliest. Library's Bill
of Rights, first adopted by the American Library Association in 1939.
~ "I, . Books and other reading matter gelected for

purchase from the public funds ghould be chogen
because of value and interest to people of the

4Bernard DeVoto, "Doom Beyond Jupiter,® Harper 179 (September
1939): 446,

5Ben Bova, "From Mad Professors to Brilliznt Soientists: The
Evolution of a Cenre," "Library Jeurnal 98 (May 15, 1973): 1646.

6Ursnla. ¥. LeGuin, The Lan, e of the Night (New York: G. P.
Putnam's Sons, 1979): 275, -

7110:01 and 00:7 thin. "The End of the Ghetto?" Gulilec #5
(Ooto'ber 1977): 15.




community, and in no case should the selection be
influenced by the race or nationality or the
poli‘_tical or religious vicws of the writers.”
As the ALA did not forco individual librarians or 1library boards
to accept this policy of selection, there may have been Some which did
- - - —-—noty--But-would the-actions of & few librorics- bring such ¢riticism -
against all libraries? What, then, would help to turn SF people against
libraries? Did inflamatory stalements against SF appear in library
Jjournals? Or did the library profession ag a whole completely ignore
the emerging field of science fiction?
. The fact that these questions remained unansvered prompted this
reports During a literature search of thi:s subject, many articles on

th\e development of sc¢ience fiction were discovered, but none at 211 on

the attitudes of specific Eroups outside the field towerd science fiction.

Occasionally in an article a SF writer like Ben Bova would mention that

librarians felt "uncomfortable" about science fiction, but it was never
explained what had given him that impression of the library profession’s
attitude.

If librarizns did not exclude science fiction.. vhat, then, would
they have done with SF books? A c¢lue nmight be found in Article I of

the 1939 Library's Bill of Rights, At that time, books were selected

not only because of library patrons' interests, but also because @
particular book would be of value to the community, such as nonfiction,

classics, and the so-called "serious” literature.

8J'udith He Xrug, "A History of the Library Bill of Rights,™ American

Libraries 3 (January 1972): 81,




If librarians were trying to interest their patrons in "serioﬁs"
literature, and because science fiction did have the "pulp literature™
stamp on it from its megazine begir;nings in 1928; it would follow that
librariens would not strongly endorse science fiction. If that was
the case, most. librarians would -then have treated SP-the-same-as-westernsy ——— — -
mysteries, romences, etc,—-which is to say that the interests of the
clientale of the particular library would determine how much of the
partichlar branch of fiction would be Btocked.

II. LIMITING FACTOR

N .
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It would be almost impossible at the present time to conduct a
nationwide survey of libraries to see how SI' wes trecated in each from
secience fiction's early years to now. An easier method would be to
survey the selection tools used by most libraries.

Ben Bova wirote, "Years a2go, librarians bought science fiction

books on the strength of reviews or because 2 publisher hed established

& science fiction line for which libraries could place standing orders."9

For those librarians whose reading interests vere in other fields of
fiction, reviews would be the only way to select books-wwhether SF,
westerns, or anything else,

As an attempt to uncover how strong an influence reviews would be
on the purchase of SF by libraries, $his report will focus on the new
“ook announcements and book reviews of four authorities in the library

world of book buring. The first major authority is the American Library

Association Catalog, which for about 37 years recommended books for

9Ben Bova, “From Mad Professors to Brilliant Scientists: The
Evolution of a Genre,* Library Journal 98 (May 15, 1973)s 1646.




inclusion in librery collections. The other three authorities are .

Journals—Booklict, Library Journal, and Publisher's Weekly. The

last journal is more for publishers and book sellers, but it is often
used for library acquisitions as well,

o attempt to—c'orrespond-'with ‘Ben Bova's "years ago" mentioned T
above, the time period for the survey will be from 1920 to 1949.
This time period was decﬁﬁ upon for itwo main reaso:;ls. For one,
although science fiction has been written since the second century A. D.,
vhen lucian wrote his True History, the term, "science fiction", weas

only coined about 1929.10 He G, Wells, in the 1890's, called his

works in the field "fantastic and imaginative rqmances."" Other terms,

culled from Reader's Guide 4o Periodicazl lLiterature and Cumulative

Book Review Digest, and existing in their pages from about 1920 on up

to about 1954, are '"Pseudowscientific lovels™, "Science in Fiction",
*Science in Literature”, "Utopian Romance™, "Prophetic Novels", "Novels
of the Future”, and "Interplanetary MNovels"”, One not familisr with the
genre would be ha.rd.ptit to recognize all these as belonging to the same
field, much less trying to find books listed under the‘different
indexing terms. :
The second reason this time period was chosen was because of

three important dates in science fiction history. The first, 1926,

was the year in which Hugo Cernsback published Amazing Stories, the

1°Ja.me3 Blish, "The Tale That Vags the Cod: The Functicn of Science

Fiction," American Lioraries 1 (December 1970): 1029.
1

Ihid.




world's first science fiction ma.ga.zine.12 This was actually a
continuation of the pulp literature label for science fiction, not
the beginning. Soience fiction stories had a.pgeared in many other

magazines long before Amazing Stories a.ppeared1 3, but this was the

_____first magazine devoted entirely to soience fiction.. . .. ...... . e

The second date, 1938, was the year in which John We Campbell, Jr., -

became editor of the 5F magazine Astounding Stories. 4As Isaac Asimov

explained it,

"The Golden Age~[of science fiction] began in 1938,
when John Campbell became editor of Astounding Stories
and remolded it, and ithe whole field, into something
closer t0 his heart's desire. During the Golden Age,
he and the magazine he edited so dominated science

fiction that to read Astounding was to know the
field entire."14 -

Campbell not only remolded the field, but he discovered and
trained new vrrite:;s—-such as Asimov, de Camp, Heinlein, Sturgeon,
and Van Vogt-—and also influenced the writing of established authors
in the field.15 As Lester del Rey put it, "Without him, the current

acceptance of science fiction would almost certainly hawve been

impossible. w16

]

The last important date, 1950, is the year in which the Library

of Congress first began to use the term "science fiction" as a fiction

12144,

131vor A. Rogers, "The Gernsback Era, 1926-1937." In Neil Barron,
Anatomy of Yonders Science Fiction (New York: R. R. Bowkor, 1976): 81,

. 14Isaa.c Agimov, Before the Golden Ages A Science Fiction Anthology
of the 1920's {Carden City: Doubleday, 1974)s xiii.

15Lester del Rey, The Best of John . Campbell {Garden Citys Doubledey,

6pia: 5.




olassification subjeot heading. It is a significant date becamuse it
nmarks the recognition of the genre by an organization ocuteide of the
field. The survey will end in 1949, however, soc as to see the

treatment of SF before it was acknowledged as a distinot field of - )
~——~— ~—1literature. S I |

IIT. DOORWAY INTO TIME

To s8implify the search for.SF books of the time period, Neil

. Barron's % of Wonder, a gelective 'bi'bliogmplv of goience fiction

from the 16th oentury to 1974, was used to provide a list of SF books

fozj. the study. Anatomy of YWonder's liet of books was alse ugeful
because it distinguished between books necessary for a core oolleotion ,
{ - “'¢. of soienoe fiotion and books whioh were less important. ' .

wstarred titles [oore ocollection] were seleoted on
the basis of one or more of these characteristice:
awarde or nominations rsceived...j influence of the
work; outstanding or unigque treatment of a theme;
eritical and/or popular acoeptance; importance of
the work in the author's total output; or historical
importance, especially for early works.

"Nonstarred titles are those whioh are relatively
less important but whioh should be found in a more o
comprehensive collection., This category inoludes L
many of the less distinguished but still respectable
efforte in the field. It necessarily refleots sub-
stantial personal judgment hy individual contributors,
and no attempt wae made to secude unanimity of judgment.

Certain titles were selected as representative of their

type, .8+, space opera. E?lally good alternates
could have been selected.™!

Each book listed in Anatomy of Wonder whioh appeared in the

new book announcements or book reviews. of one or more of the fou::

17Ne11 Barron, Anatomy of Wonders Soience Fiotion (New Yorks
ResRe Bowker. 1976)8 Xi.

"‘\




gources wae counted. Also, eince Ana.tonwﬂ of Wonder's list went back
to the 16th century, books from prei920 mentioned in the reprints
seotion of the four gources oould be counted and compared with reprints

of pogt1920 books, ag an indication of whether or not librarians were *

peying more” attention to éstablished names like Jules Verne and

H. G. Wells and ignoring the newer authors.

The announcements and reviews were checked on two levels:
(1.) How many books from the 1ict were inoluded in the four sources
and (2. ) wha.t was said about ea.ch bookewif the reviewer appeaved 0
react negatively or positively towards the book being reviewed. In
this way it was hoped to find how strong an influence the reviews \\

would be to a librarian in that time period,

At the same time, a gearch wag made through The Reader’s Guide to

Periodical Literature and Library Literature of that time period to

_digcover what librarians were a.ctué.ny saying about science fiction.

Articles appearing in journals other than those for the library
profession were gtudied to gee if any referancea were ma.de about libraries

in such a way as to indicate that the author was oonnectad with the

library profession.
IV, EKNOTTED STRING

From the results of Table I, syndrome gufferers should have little
to complain about. With a total of 57 bo.oka publighed between 1920 and

1949 that Anatomy of Wonder considered important for'a core collection,

40 were reported in the sources--approximately 70% Of the 104 books
'bha'b Anatggx ‘of Honder oongidered less important, 56 (approximately 54%)

were reported.

10




Table 11 Ceneral Totals

New Books New Books
Published’  Listed Reprints  Other
LI * LI Titles

1

Year Q;

1920
1921
1922

1923 -
1924
1925
1926
1927.
1928
1929

1930
1931
1932
1933
1934
1935
1936
1937
1938
1939 .,

- 1940
1941
1942
1943
1944
1945
1946

" 1947
1948

L. 1949

1 2
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Explanation: "“New Books Published™ are those from Anatomy of Wonder's
list published within the time period. "New Books Listed" arc those
found in the sources, "*" are those -books marked in Anatomy of Wonder
as necessary for a oore colleotion, while MLI™ are the relatively

less important books. "Potal Listed" is obtained by adding the

"New Books Listed", "Reprints", and "Other Titles"™ ocolumns for oaoch year,

1]




Table 2: Reprints by Year of Criginal Publication

Year prel700 1700 1800 1900-1919 1920-25 26-30 31-35 3640 4145 M

1920 2 5
1921 2
1922
1923
1924
3935
1926
1927
1928
1929

1930
1931
1932
1933
1934
1935
1936
1937
1938
1939

1940
1941
1042
1043
1944
1945
1946
1947
1948
1949
Total ]
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Table 2 gives a break-down of reprints by the year of original
publication in order to show the historical depth possible & a library .

had purchased most of the 240 reprints (Table 1) listed .. the sources.
An additional 211 goience fiotion books —= reprints as well as new




books=~that were not included in Anatomy of ’Hond;_er'a list were also

noted as mentioned in the sources (Table 1).

Vo ANOTHER'S EYES

The journals studied did not actually start reviewing books until”

the late 1940's. For mo.st of the periocd studied, the books in the
new book announcementis were either listed only by author and title,

- or annotated enough to place the hook as a mystery, romance, etc.,
but not enough for careful selection.
. Sometimes the annotator would give the market as well as a
simple description, ar Booklist (v.34, December 1, 1937, p.129), did
Capek's War with the Newts, adding "Limited in appeal to thoﬁghti‘ul
readers.” And again in Library Journal (v.60, February 1, 1935, p.171),
after a desoription of Arthur Pier’s Cod'’s Secrei, it was suggested,
"Market: Those who enjoy the novels of H. G. Wells." And once sgain
in Library Journal (v.59, Februsry 15, 1934, p.182), Balmer and Wylie's
After Worlds Collide was given "Market: All those who read the first

book, readers of imaginative scientific adventure stories."

Annotations of new books in Library Journal and Bgokl ist commonly
had the annotator’s opinion as well ag a brief deseription. Comments
‘normally consitted of only one Or two words added o the description;
but, as most of the annotators for these jdumls were librarians, this
proved to be one indication of the 1i'b.ra::ians' attitude toward these

. books. For example, in Booklist (v.19, April 1923, $.215), the amnotator's . _.

opinion of Capekts R.U.R. (Rossum's Univergal Robots) was "tense, ,




dramatic, clever.” And again in 1925 (Booklist v.21, p.305) while
discussing Zamiatin's We, the annotator opened with "A brilliant and
amusing satire on standardization."

If i could be astumed that one or two words added %o the

desoription could be considered a recommendation, it would still not
be as strong an influence in the matter of book duying as would a
long review. The source of the .annotation must then be taken into
account, as the purpose of the amnotations differ with the source.
Publisher’s Weekly has a different £odl in reviewing and a somewhat

dif.ferent audience than Booklist. Publisher's leekly s aimed mainly

at bookwsellers, who would need to know something about the book in
order to promote it. To suit that purpose, the annotations are bLrief
descriptions with few added opinions. On the other hand, Booklist's

and library Journal's annotations are written to help librarians

decide which book to buy, while the A.L.i. Catalog tells the librarian

which . books should be in the collection. For that reason, it could

be agsuned that one or two words added %o the annotations appearing

in the three library sources could be considered equal in influence

to a2 long review appearing in a gource outside the libz"a.ry profession.
No annotation or review could be found in Booklist condemning

any of the listed beokse. Thig could be due to the fact tfhat a listing

in Booklict is often comsidered a recommendation in itself.

Although library Journal is not as highly gelective as. Booklist,

no negative report on & book eould be found in LI, either.




The A.L.A. Catalog gave brief descriptions, with no added opinions,
but inclusion in that source was a recommendation in itself.
Tables 3=5 detail the coverage of SF books by the sources and
demonstrate the overlapping o? the four sources, Syndrome sufferers *
could point at the low amount of books listed by the three library
gources and oontrast that with those books listed in Publisher’s '

Heekly. However, this is an unjust comparison, sinoce Pudlisher’s

Weekly could list more books because it was (and still is) a weekly
. journal, unlike Lidrery Journal (then twice a month) or Booklist -

(then once a month) or the A.L.A. Catalog (normally about a five
.
- year cumulation).

VI. WORD FROM THE VOID

Lyn Hart in 1949 commented that, "Until now, the selection

of novels for soience fiction has caused little difficulty, since

wn o  ———

it has been u matter of accepting gratefully the few presentable

titles which have come on.the ma.rket."18 If that wags the case,

~3f lidrarians had purchased most of the books listed in the sources,
by the end of 1949 they would have had a soience fiotiqn collection. )
vwith a bdalanced amount of historical depth and current Lmn-lm.. Why,
then, have SF people been complaining?
Although theoreviewera commented positively about the science
fiction titles, during the time period of. the study only one artiole | ’
. on soience fiction appea.red. in a. li‘braxy jou:mal Found. in the _ o é

November 1. 1949, issue of Booklist, the artiocle is basically a

:lalmg Hart, "Soienoce Fiotion,™ Booklist 46 (November 1, 1949): T74.
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Table 3: Coverage of the field by the sources — New Books

Total New Total New
" DBooks Books
Year Published Listed

1920 2
1921
1922
1923
1924
1925 -
1926
1927
1928
1929

1930
1931
1932
1933
1934
1935
1936
1937
1938
1939 .

1940 -
1941
1942
1943
1944
1945
1946
1947
1948

1949
Total 13% o

Percentage of New
Books Listed 0%  -324 %% &
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Table 4: Coverage of the field by the sources —= Reprints

Total Reprints
Year Listed

1920
1921
1922
1923
1924
1925
1926
1927
1928
1929

1930
1921
1932 .
1933
1934
1935
1936
1937
1938
1939

1940
1941 -
1942
1943
1944
1945
1946 -
- 1947
1948
. 1949
Total
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‘Table 53 Coverage of the fisld by the scurces —= Other Titles

.~ Total Listing
Year Other Titles

1920 - . °
1921
1922
1923
1924
1925
1926
1927
1928
1929

1930
1931
1932
1933
1934
1935
. 1936
1937
1938
1939

1940
1941
1942
1943
1944
1945
1946
1947
1948
1949
Total
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" compilation and review of the science fiction bocks appearing that

year. As the only article, it does give an indication of the
librarians' attitude toward science fiction at that time.

"Of course, every library large or small will have
some older novels which may be regarded as science
fiotion and which will be just as pleasing to many
readers as the recent product. Some of the werks
of Jules Verne, ¥, Rider Haggard, H. C. Wells,
Lord Dunsany, A. Conan Doyle, B. R. Eddison, and
Karel Capek, along with Buxley's Brave New Vorld
and Orwell's Nineteen Eighty-Four are examples
that come readily to mind, although they do not
all conform to the ririct requirements of ardent
scienoce fiction fans._ However, in.many cases-the
science fiction addiot can be developed into a 19
reader of many kinds of imaginative literature.”

.

Lyn Hart, the author of that statement, picked his writers
rather well., All but Lord Dunsany and E. R. Eddison were listed

in Anatomy of Wonder, either for tke time period of the study, or

for prel1920 titles. A syndrome sufferer, however, would wonder
. ‘just what Hart meant by his last sentence. '

Another example of the librarians' sttitude of that time was
found in a survey.of fiction and its readers done in 1936, Only
one seience fiction author is mentioned, but the attitude toward
that one is unmistakable. The writer gtarts out by mentioning
" that the supvey has " list of 254 suthors, ranging in quality from

: Fdgar Rice Burrovghs to Tolstoi."ao

Ynias 75,
20

o2 Jeaunette -Howaxd -Foster, “An Apprecach "bO"Fiotiim”'-bhfoﬁg’h“ the T

Characteristics of Its Readers," Library Quarterly 6 (April 1936): 129,

-
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A strong indication of the idea oN‘aerious" literature wag the
atatement that:

"Non-library sources supplied most\noticeably {1) the
newest good fiction {Hervey Allen, Samuel Rogers,
James Hilton); {2) the “classics® {George Eliot, Defoe,
Dickens); (3) authors who might be congidered dubious
from the viewpoint of the conservative reader (James
Joyce, Tiffany Thayer, Thorne Smith)j and the oldest
or poorest lighter material not much stocked by 1
libraries (Eigar Rige Burroughs, Elinor.Clyn)."

And again, when the author-'is defining her qualitative scalet

At the end of the list one finds the type of whole-
sale sentimentality, sensationalism, or moralizing S el

" which is serialized in newspapers or cheaper magazines
and oirculated by the poorer drugstore rentzl libraries

. ~~gtories in which there .is little but plot; in which

the experience is distorted, the charaoters are hardly
more than labeled oostumes or attitudes, and the

writing '13 careless or full of affection {E. R. Burroughs,

gt al.)."?

To demonstrate how thie opinion of Burroughs differs from that
in the SF field, Edgar Rice Burroughs has geven books listed in -‘
Anatomy of Wonder, and that guide adds that those seven are but a

reross~section of the more than fifty novels making up the canon of
Burrough's wox_'lc."23 All gseven are staxrred, indicating that all seven

conformed to at least one of Anatomy of Wonder's requirements for a

core collection title (listed earlier in thia report).
Robert Scholes and Eric S, Rabkin, in Science Fiction: Historywe-
Science—=Vision, add the point that:

2 pide 133, - _ B
e SRR

23}1@11 Barron, Aratomy of Wonder: Science Fiction (New Yoris
R. R. BW]COI" 1976)3 550 o




"There i8 a strong temptation for the critic to write
him [Bdgar Rice Durrcughs] off as a hack #ho has taken
chrewd advantage of a weakness in human nature. But
this would be moot unwise, for what hs represente is a

vital part of all fiotion and cupecially of soience
fiotion."24

Jeannette Foster’s artiole was the only one found written by a
librarian which discussed, however slightly, soience fiction and its
position in regard 4o “gerioua" literature. Two artioles by librarians

in the 1950's veor from lym Bar‘i'.'s "niddle—of=tho=road™ attitude to
full SP support.

About 1953, Sister Mary Bennet oonduoted "an experiment %o

verify a hunoh that the students in high sohool phy;:ics aad chemistry
classes, especially thoee going on %o college, prefer soience fact

to soience ﬁotion.”as Sinoe nowhere in the report does she mention

the renu;'l.ts. it oonld he assumed that she verified her hunch, despite
the fact that she did not seem surprised to report that the studente

thought that both the faot and fiotion books should be inoluded in their

library. 7The Sister's unbiased attitude slipped only once in the entire

report, when she referred to Robert Heiflein's Jildo and Magic, Inc. a8

"imwholesome."% However, sinoe Magic, Inc. contains ﬁiagio, witches,
and a confrontation with the Devil, it is understandadle that a Sister
1

would reaot in such a manner.

% pobert Scholes and Erio S. Rabkin, Scienoe Fiotion: History~
Soience~—-Vieion (London: Oxford University Press, 1977): 12.

235iater Mary Bonmet, "Science Fact or Fiotion: Which~and Why?"
Catholio Library World 25 (March 1954): 179,

265,541 1814
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The second artiole is a history of the "recent™ science fiction
("rocent™ being approximately 1900 to 1952, when the article was
published)s It was written by Andre Norton, who in 1952 wan a
children's librarian as well asg a science fiction writer. She had .
8 few suggestions for librarians in regard %o soience fiotion.

"There is a literary standard in this field, and
- librariane as well as editors, can help to raige
it to a high level, Encourage good writing and
be interested in the result. Read without prejudice
ard an open mind. The trite plot, the cardboard - .
characterization, the dull, old fashioned story
_must not be given to avid readers as the "latest®
booke Y_eme may be a classic but he is now also
a meeum plece.

" “"The best advice is-whether you like acieﬁ?e-
fiction or not-read it 'before you oondemn."

Readily apparent is Norton's d.ma.greement with Hart's advice that
#some older novels...will be just a.a'pleasing to ma:w. readers as the
recent produc":."aa Jules Verne does not seem 1o be as pleasing to _
Norton as would a more current SF author.

- The fact that thie is a librarian aak:i._ng other librarians not to
condemn ecience fiction indicates that there was some vad feeling against
SF. But how bad was it? No artioles condemning science fiction as a
whole could be found, and one would think that an all-;'aut attaok on SF
or any branoh of literaturs would'have had more publicity in library
literaiure.

27Andre Norton, “"Living in 1980 Plus~", Li'bra.ry Journal 77
(Septenver 15, 19525 1464-1466.

R

ZBM Hart, "Soience Fiotion,™ Booklig} 46 (Novom'ber 1, 1949): T4.
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VIIi. FULL CIRCLE

From 1920 to 1949, 96 new and 240 reprinted books from Apatomy

of Honder and 211 other titles were mentioned in the four sources.

© Of the new books, there were approximately 56 annotations which .
were more than brief descriptions (Table 3, total of those covered )
by Bookligt and y_); while of the other titles, appreximately 36 '

(Table 5, total of those covered by Booklist and LJ) were "reccmmended® N

in that ma.nnez-'. Adding ALA's implied recommendation, there were
; & 66 annotations of new books (Table 3) in which the librarian’s
opinion wag indicated and 41 of SF titles not listed in Anatonmy of
Wonder (Table 5). Since no negative annotations could be found, it
can then be said that librarians did not preaoct negatively towsrd the
science fiction books being publishedewthey did not condemn them
- nor did they ignore th.em.
The only arti‘cle containing a strong emotion either for or
against scienoce fiction was the one by Andre Norton. But, since
she is algo & science fiction writer, this article camnot be given
the emphasis that one written by someone outeide the gonre would
have. However, it does indicate that there was sope fesling againet
SF existing among librarians. Just how strong the feeling was is
hard to determine. Foth Lyn Hart and Sister Mary Bennet maintain &
careful neutrality throughout their articles. The reviews and '
_ annotations, while giving o seeming approval.to the.titlesunder. . - - - - -

discussion, are also not overenthusiastic in their praise.

-
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In contrast to the seemingly low amount of interest in the genre

among librarians, twelve articles (not written by science fiction

authors) could be found in magazines such as Saturday Review of Literature,

Harper, New Republic, and Senior Scholastic from 1937 to 1949. Mopt ~
of these articles are discussions of the new books in the field, as

well as of the writers and fans, but the attitude in general is

enthusiagtio. Even Bernard DeVoto's axrticle, "Doom Beyond Jupiter,"
from which was taken the literaxy Opinion earlier in this report, does
not continue on in that vein and instead seems to approve of the-ge:.u'e
by the last paregraph.
Why, then, dic{ librarians reserve opinion on thig genre? -
Jeannette Foster's article gives the impression that, in 1936,
the quality of a literary work was the main oconcern and if a patron
preferred lesser quality. there was something wrong with the patron,
not the standard of quality. Even in 1954, almost twenty years later,
Sister Mary Bennet was still trying to interest students in nonfiction .
rather than fiction. Norton's comment that SF "does have a litera.:?
standard" serves to make one wonder whether librarians had reascn to
disapprove of SF., It seems, then, that the "oondeuma.t.ion“ ment ioned
by Andre Norton was the librarians' classification of science fiction
as "not serious literature™ and, as fnot serious literature™, beneath
their professional notices .

___ ... .. But it also.appears as if librarians did not take such-a-lofty ' T
N {

approach in regard to book seleotion. Gordon Diokson reoentlj' dedicated
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his book The Time Storm to lidrariang, explaining that in the 1950's,
lidraries were the only real market for hardcover SF. "The libraries
alone bought soience fiction on a regular basis, ghelved them, and

made them contimuously available to readers; and in this way lidraries*

kept both soience fiotion and those of us who wrote it, a.live."29

Obviously, despite syndrome sufferers' olaims to the contrary,

some libraries did inolude soience fiotion in their collection. T
_ However, with all the hickering‘baok and forth as to who excludes what
S - and what shculd or should not be in a colleotion, one major consideraticn

has heen overlooked. What matters is not whether the lidrarian prefers

ngerious” literature Or westerns Or romance or SP—that is not important. -
What is important is that a library fulfills its main reason for exigtence
~-$0 gerve its patrons. In the long rum, it is the clientale of
libraries who 'determixie, by their use of the library, what types of
fiction and nonfiotion are stocked, what books are kept in or weeded

out of a collection, and even whether fiotion books are shelved in
author/alphabetical order or by subjeot. The users of a library have

the final say.

;] 29001'&01: Dickson, Time Storm (Nel.f Yorks Ste Martin's Prems, 1977)s
dedication. [Thank you, Mr. Diokson]:
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